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Dear Congressman Waxman:

This is in reply to your letter of March 17, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to the Commission’s Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (R/C) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on R/C operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and R/C hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents’ concerns into account when we develop flnal rules in this
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51gn1f1cant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the guality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.
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letters will be included in the record of the proceeding. We expect final
rules to be issued in 1994,

Richard J. Shiben



_PLEASE MAKE 2 EXTRA COPIES OF ‘I‘NCOM'ING,‘ ATTACHMENTS,
AND REPLY FOR DOCKET FILE, ROOM 222.

CONGRESSIONAL CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING SYSTEM
03/24/93

LETTER REPORT

CONTROL NO. DATE RECEIVED DATE OF CORRESP DATE DUE DATE DUE OLA(857)

- ——— - v o - o - —— - - — — " — - — — — - — —— = —— - -

9301340 03/24/93 03/17/93 04/13/93
TITLE MEMBERS NAME REPLY FOR SIG OF
Congressman Henry Waxman : BC
CONSTITUENT’S NAME SUBJECT
several ing. comments on PR Docket 92-235
REF TO REF TO REF TO REF TO
PRB/é.M
3-2¢
DATE DATE DATE DATE
03/24/93

REMARKS :






LT T T
PR C e . S . o

. William W, Fostér . L
Seteia Fg¢t1neld Avet e o e e e

- . Iy -~ ,\,ﬂ
.,' i, TAOS04AC

o - S, | (T3 - — "’., o= = e " 5
fas . Uunited ostates dousse ol xeéep.

Washington, DC 20515

Re: . NPRM PR Docket 92-235

Dear Representative Waxman,

I am deeplv concerned about PR Docket G2-235 because it is a very
great threat to the well being of my only retirement hobby. that of
building and flying radic controlled model gliders and, for the four
reasons listed below, to the safety with which they can be operated.

I am an officer of the Malibu Radio Controlled Scaring Association.
Our club has the privilege of flying in a state park that is frequented
and used by other peoplé at the same time that we are flying. . Because
some of our models have wing spans of more than ten feet .and weigh more
than thirty pounds, safety is very much of a consideration at all
times. The radio interference that would result from PR Docket 92-235
is a great threat to that safety because it would cause us to lose
contral of a heavy model and perhaps injure someone.

PR Docket 92-235 is a threat to the safety our of hobby because the
proposed insertion of radio frequencies so dangerously close to many of
those in our assigned 72 MHz band that dangerous radio interference is
bound to result causing us to lose control of a heavy model and perhaps

injure someone.
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interference could be operating even rizht on our
knowledge For this reason also, there is a very
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perhaps injure somsone.

PR Docket 92-235's technical specifications for the
allows a legal frequency tolerance whicih could place their £
directly over ocurs. This would render cur equipment, <costing manvy
hundreds of dollars virtually useless.

Please give this matter vour close attention









